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Attorneys for Plaintiff
United States of America
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, EDCv11-0608 VAP (0Py)
V. . Civil No.

DENNIS E. GIROUD Com%laint for Permanent Injunction
_ 1nd1v1duallir{anci and Other Relief
d/b/a REFUNDS R US,

Defendant.

Plaintiff, United States of America, for its complaint against Dennis E. Giroud, |

individually and doing business as Refunds R Us, states as follows:
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1.

Jurisdiction is conferred on this Court by 28 U.S.C. §§ 1340 and 1345 and

26 U.S.C. §§ 7402(a), 7407, and 7408.

2.

This suit is brought under 26 U.S.C. §§ 7402, 7407, and 7408 to enjoin

Dennis E. Giroud, individually and doing business as Refunds R Us, from the following

activities:

(2)

(b)
(c)

(d)

(e)

®
€9)

3.

Preparing or filing, or assisting in, or directing the preparation or filing of
any federal tax return, amended return or other federal tax documents or
forms for any other person or entity;

Engaging in conduct subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. § 6694,

Engaging in conduct subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. § 6701 , including
preparing and filing tax returns and other documents that understate the tax
liabilities of others;

Preparing his own federal income tax returns with fabricated income-tax
withholding and refunds based on amounts shown in Forms 1099-OID
i1ssued to his creditors; ‘

Filing, providing forms fdr; or otherwise aiding or abetting the filing of
frivolous Forms 1040, 1099, and other IRS forms for himself or others,
including the notarization or signing of certificates of service or similar
documents in connection with thé frivolous tax returns; |
Representing anyone other than himself before the Internal Revenue Service;
Engaging in any other conduct that is subject to penalty under the Internal
Revenue Code or that interferes with the proper administration and |
enforcement of the internal revenue laws.

Pursuant to 26 U.S.C. §§-7402, 7407, and 7408, this action has been

requested by the Chief Counsel of the IRS, a delegate of the Secretary of the Treasury,

and commenced at the direction of a delegate of the Attorney General.
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Defendant

4. Dennis E. Giroud (Giroud) resides in Victorville, San Bernardino County,
California, and does business as Refunds R Us, which has a business mailing address of
5940 S. Rainbow #1000, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89118. Venue is thus proper in this Court
under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 because Giroud resides in this judicial district.

5. Giroud operates Refunds R Us as a sole proprietorship and the business
address in Las Vegas, Nevada is used for mailing purposes only. v .

6. In 2009 and 2010, Giroud, individually and doing business as Refunds R Us,
received compensation in exchange for preparing and filing frivolous documents and
fraudulent federal tax returns covering the tax years 2006, 2007, 2008, and 2009. Giroud
identifies himself and/or Refunds R Us as the “paid preparer” of federal income tax
returns by signing the returns and/or using a unique Preparer Tax Identification Number
issued to him by the IRS.

Defendant Giroud’s Tax-Fraud Scheme

7. Giroud prepares federal tax returns for customers on which he grossly
overstates his customers’ income and tax withholding and to which he appends frivolous
documents in order to fraudulently obtain grossly inflated tax refund checks for his
customers. | .

8. Under the federal tax withholding system, employers must withhold taxes
from a taxpayer’s wages. Additionally, a taxpayer may have tax withheld from other
sources, such as gambling winnings. Later, when a taxpayer files his or her year-end tax
return, the IRS refunds the amount, if any, of withholding in excess of the taxpayer’s tax
liability.

9. Giroud exploits the tax withholding system by overstating income and
withholding amounts by hundreds of thousands of dollars to improperly obtain tax

refunds worth hundreds of thousands of dollars for his customers. In some instances,
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Giroud has overstated his customers’ income and withholding amounts by millions of
dollars to obtain refund checks for millions of dollars.

10. The bogus claims that Giroud makes on his customers’ tax returns are based
on a frivolous tax-defier theory called “redemption” or “commercial redemption.”
Promoters of this theory claim that the United States government maintains for each
faxpayer a secret treasury account worth millions of dollars. By sending government
officials and banks unsolicited documents and various IRS forms, promoters claim
customers can use this nonexistent secret treasury account to satisfy their debts and
liabilities, including tax liabilities. _

11.  Insupport of the fraudulent refund claims, Giroud reports bogus “Form 1099
OID” income on the Schedules B attached to tax returns that he prepares for customers
and he files bogus Forms 1099-OID with the IRS.

12. - Original issue discount (OID) income refers to the difference between the

“price for which a debt instrument is issued and its stated redemption price at maturity.

OID income is generally included in a taxpayer’s income as it accrues over the term of a

debt instrument, regardless if the taxpayer receives payments from the issuer of the debt

instrument. OID income is treated like a payment of interest and a party issuing a

financial instrument generating OID income must issue a Form 1099-OID.

13.  The frivolous federal income tax returns that Giroud prepares falsely state
that his customer either issued a debt instrument that generated OID income or purchased
a debt instrument that generated OID income. |

14. The frivolous federal income tax returns that Giroud prepares also falsely
state that federal income taxes were withheld for the full amount of OID income
purportedly received by his customer.

15.  The frivolous federal income tax returns that Giroud prepares list OID
income purportedly received by his customer to or from a creditor of the customer,

usually a car loan, mortgage or credit card balance owed by the customer to the creditor.

-4-
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The federal income tax returns Giroud prepares also report tax withholding for near the
amount of the debt. The result of this is a return showing an inflated tax liability for the

customer but, because of the purported' tax withholdings, the return also claims a huge

false refund.

16. Consequently, Giroud’s customers fail to file proper federal income tax
returns and falsely claim tax refunds to which they are not entitled.

17.  The ostensible purpose of Giroud’s frivolous tax returns and Forms
1099-0OID is to request fraudulent refunds by accessing a supposed Treasury account.

18. Inreality, Giroud fraudulently reports that tax was withheld from his
customers and then claims refunds based on that false withholding.

19. The returns that Giroud submits on behalf of his customers falsely‘claim that
each customer had taxes withheld in an amount nearly as large as the total amount of
income reported on fraudulent Forms 1099-OID attached to the tax return and/or the total
amount reported. on the Schedule B attached to the return as “Form 1099 OID” income.
The income amounts listed on the Forms 1099-OID are based on the total amount of debt
the customer owes to his/her creditor.

20.  Giroud’s redemption theory is complete fiction and has been rejected by
numerous courts. In promoting this fraudulent scheme, Giroud has injured his customers,
and the United States, which has paid at least $1,266,062 in erroneous refunds because of
Giroud’s fabricated withholding claims. |

Giroud Prepared Tax Returns for Customers that Frivolously Overstated their
Inéome and Withholdings and Claimed Over Nineteen Million Dollars in Bogus Refunds.

21.  The IRS has identified at least 114 tax returns prepared by Giroud for
customers in 2009 and 2010 reflecting the bogus “redemption” theory, which fraudulently | .
claim a total of $28,697,701 in withholdings and $19,443,87 3.40 in refunds. These
identified tax returns‘include Form 1040 income tax returns for tax years 2008 and 2009, -
and also Forms 1040X amended income tax returns for tax years 2005, 2006, and 2007.

-5-
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| 22. For eXample, Giroud prepared an amended 2008 federal tax return for
customers Eszylfie and Kristen Taylor of Altadena, California, which included a

fraudulent From 1099-OID listing Wells Fargo Bank as the payor of OID in the amount

of $749,796.14 to the Taylors. The Form 1099-OID fraudulently claims that, from that

purported amount, Wells Fargo Bank withheld $749,796.14 in federal income tax. As a
result of the fraudﬁlent.tax withholding claim on the Form 1099-OID, the Giroud-
piepared return falsely claimed a tax refund for the Taylors in the amount of $453,639.

23.  Giroud also prepared amended tax returns for the Taylors for tax years 2006
and 2007 which fraudulently claimed on Forms 1099-OID that $515,371.14 and |
$1,238,357.07 of federal income tax was withheld, respectively. The Taylors’ 2006 and
2007 Giroud-prepared tax returns thus falsely claimed tax refunds in the amount os
$321,333 and $784,931, respectively.

24.  On the 2009 tax return of customer Russell Budnick of Missouri City, Texas,
Giroud claimed $51 8.,929' in withholdings from “FORM 1099 OID” income. Giroud
claimed that Budnick had an adjusted gross income in the amount of $521,3 87, of which
$518,929 was reported as taxable interest income, and all of which was purportedly
withheld as taxes according to the return. The Schedule B attached to the return listed the
$518,929 as “FORM 1099 OID” income. In reality, Budnick’s 2009 adjusted gross
income was only $2,458. Giroud, by falsely claiming that $518,929 was withheld in
taxes, not only fraudulently eliminated Budnick’s actual tax liability, but claimed a bogus
tax refund in the amount of $351,263. |

25. @Giroud also prepared Budnick’s 2006, 2007, and 2008 federal tax returns on
April 2, 2010, the same date that Giroud prepared Budnick’s 2009 federal tax return.
Giroud falsely claimed that in 2006, 2007, and 2008, Budnick had $591,004, $560,500,
and $407,170, respectively, withheld in taxes from bogus “FORM 1099 OID” income, as
reported on the Schedule B attached to the returns. Based on these false reported

-6-
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withholdings, Giroud claimed bogus refunds on Budnick’s 2006, 2007, and 2008 tax
returns in the amounts of $392,992, $378,222, and $253,305, respectively.

26. Giroud, on the 2009 tax return of customer Nancy liams of Round Rock,
Texas, falsely claimed that liams had $99,593 in tax withheld from the purported $99,593
in “FORM 1099 OID” interest income that Giroud reported on the Schedule B. Giroud
also attached tWo fraudulent Forms 1099-A to Iiams’ return which reported the
acquisition or abandonment of secured property in the total amount of $99,593. The
result of Giroud’s fraudulent claims is that liams’ 2009 tax return claimed a bogus taX
refund in the amount of $72,096.

27.  On April 7, 2010, the same date he prepared liams’ 2009 tax return, Giroud
also prepared Iiams’ 2008 tax return and amended 2007 tax return. On these returns,
Giroud attached fraudulent Forms 1099-OID claiming bogus withholdings in the amounts
of $199,526.94 in 2008 and $662,036.61 in 2007. Giroud reported this bogus
withholding on liams’ Forms 1040, and claimed bogus tax refunds of $132,402 for 2008
and $442,483 for 2007.

28. Giroud also prépared 22009 federal tax return and an amended 2006 federal
tax return for customers Floyd and Susana Anderson of Moreno Valley, California, which
included bogus claims based on the attached Forms 1099-OID. On the Andersons’ 2009
tax return, Giroud falsely claimed withholdings in the amount of $662,467, and a bogus
refund in the amount of $338,155. Line 1 of the Schedule B attached to the tax return
listed $74,809 in “IRS” interest and interest from Wells Fargo Bank in the amount of
$304. Lines 2 and 4 of the Schedule B then reported a subtotal of interest in the amount
of $737,500, which was $662,387 more than the reported interest on Line 1. Although
Line 4 of the Schedule B instructs that the afhount reported on that line (which here was
$737,500) be entered on Line 8a of the Form 1040, the Form 1040 reported $662,387 in
taxable interest income, with no explanation for the differing amounts; in actuality,

Giroud fabricated both reported amounts.
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29.  Onthe Andersons’ 2006 Form 1040X amended tax return, Giroud falsely
claimed $720,941 in withholdings and a bogus refund of $474,062. The $720,941
included $716,441 reported as interest income on the Schedule B attached to the return.
The Giroud-prepared return has several fraudulent Forms 1099-OID attached, reporting
purported income tax withholdings by Countrywide Home Loans, Bank of America, US
Bancorp, and State Farm Mutual Automobile Tnsurance Company, and the amount on
those forms totals $716,312. Similarly, several Forms 1099-A are attached, purportedly
abandoning secured property, and the amounts reported on those forms also total
$716,312. The return reports to be self-prepared, but Giroud told the IRS that he wa}s the
paid preparer.

30. The bogus refunds claimed on the Andersons’ 2006 amended return and
2009 return, totaling $812,217, were erroneously issued to the Andersons based on
Gifoud’s false claims.

Giroud Filed Income Tax Returns that F. rivolously Overstated his Own Income and
Withholdings and Wrongly Claimed Over a Million Dollars in Refunds.

31.  Giroud’s frivolous preparation is not limited to returns for his customers.
Giroud has asserted the same bogus “commercial redemption” theories and attached
fraudulent Forms 1099-OID to his personal tax returns. The following chart shows
Giroud’s bogus reported withholdings and fraudulent claims for refund on his personal

returns for tax years 2006 through 2008:

Tax Year | Reported Withholdings | Form 1099-OID “Income” | Claimed Refunds
2006 $390,441 $57,667 $351,496
2007 1,887,219 387,219.42 993,768 !

! The total reported overpayment of tax was $1,743,768, and Giroud requested that the remaining
$750,000 not requested as a refund be applied to his 2008 tax liability.

-8-
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2008 111,183 111,182.89 _ 50,905
| Total: $2,388,843 Total: $556,069.31 . Total: $1,396,169

Harm Caused by Giroud’s Misconduct and Tax-Fraud Scheme

32.  Giroud prepared and filed at least 114 individual tax returns that fraudulently
overstate withholding and claim unwarranted refunds. Many of the refund requests on
these fraudulent returns exceed $300,000 and several returns request refunds exceeding
$2 million. The total amount of refunds requested on these 114 feturns is over $19
million.

33.  The scheme employed by Giroud is part of a growing trend among tax
defiers nationwide to file frivolous tax returns and other forms with the IRS and courts in
an attempt to escape their federal tax obligations and’ steal from the U.S. Treasury.

34. Inreliance on Giroud’s services, his customers have failed to file proper
federal income tax returns, which has either deprived his customers of proper tax refunds
to which they may have been entitled or deprived the United States of additional tax
revenue owed by the customers.

35.  'While the IRS is able to detect and stop most fraudulent refund claims,
Giroud’s fraudulent tax return preparation has resulted in the IRS’s issuance of at least
$1,266,062.40 in erroneous refunds to his customers.

36. In addition to the lost revenue due to the issuance of erroneous refunds, the
government has also incurred the expense of conducting the investigation of Giroud’s
fraudulent return preparation and responding to and processing the frivolous documents
Giroud submitted to the IRS. -

Count I: Injunction Under 26 U.S.C. § 7407
37.  The United States incorporates by reference the allegations contained in

paragraphs 1 through 36.




p—

[\ N l\).l\) [\S] N N N N — — — —_ — — — Ju— — —
oo} ~J (@) W SN (O8] N — o O (o] ~l (@) wn ~ (W8] N —t o

© 0 N N kA W

38.  Under 26 U.S.C. § 7407, the United States may seek an injunction against
any tax return preparer who has engaged in any “fraudulent or deceptive conduct which
substantially inferferes with the proper adnﬁnistrétion of the Internal Revenue laws,” or -
who has “engaged in any conduct subject to penalty under section 6694 or 6695.”

39. If areturn preparer’s misconduct is continual or repeated and the court finds

that a narrower injunction (i.e. prohibiting specific enumerated conduct) would not be

sufficient to prevent the preparer’s interference with the proper administration of federal

tax laws, the court may enjoin the person from further acting as a return preparer.

40.  Giroud, individually and doing business as Refunds R Us, has continually
and repeatedly prepared and filed with the IRS false and frivolous federal income tax
returns on behalf of his custorhers.

41. As aresult, Giroud has continually and repeatedly engaged in fraudulent or
deceptive conduct which substantially interferes with the proper administration of the
Internal Revenue laws.

42. Giroud has continually and repeatedly prepared and filed federal tax returns
that understate his customers’ tax liabilities as a result of unreasonable and frivolous
claims and has thus engaged in conduct subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. § 6694.

43.  Giroud has continually and repeatedly prepared and filed federal tax returns
that understate customers’ tax liabilities as a result of Giroud’s willful attempt to
understate his customers’ tax liabilities and his reckless or intentional disregard of
internal revenue laws and regulations.

44.  Injunctive relief is appropriate to prevent this misconduct because, absent an
injunction, Giroud is likely to prepare more false and fraudulent federal income tax
returns and engage in other misconduct as described in this complaint.

45.  Additionally, Giroud has continually and repeatedly prepared returns that

include fraudulent refund claims.

-10-
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46.  Giroud should be permanently enjoined under 26 U.S.C. § 7407 from acting
as a federal tax return preparer because a more limited injunction would be insufficient to
stop him from interfering with the proper-administration of the tax laws.

Count II: Injunction Under 26 U.S.C. § 7408

47. The United States incorporateé by reference the allegatiohs contained in
‘paragraphs 1 through 46. '

48. Under 26 U.S.C. § 7408, a district court may enjoin any person from, inter
alia, engaging in conduct subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. § 6701 if injunctive relief is
appropriate to prevent recurrence of that conduct.

49.  Section 6701 imposes a penalty on any person who aids or assists in,
procures, or advises with respecf to, the preparation of any portion of a return, affidavit,
claim, or other document, who knows (or has reason to believe) that such portion will be
used in connection with any material matter arising under the internal revenue laws, and
who knows that such portion (if so used) would result in an understatement of the
liability for tax of another person.

50.  Giroud prepared and aided or assisted in the preparation and filing of federal
income tax returns and other documents that resulted in the understatement of his
customers’ tax liabilities.

51 Asaresult Giroud has engaged in conduct subject to penalty under 26
U.S.C. § 6701.

52.  Giroud has not acknowledged the impropriety of his actions and continues to
file false and fraudulent tax returns and frivolous documénts.

53. Injunctive relief is appropriate to prevent recurrence of Giroud’s misconduct.

Count III: Injunction Under 26 U.S.C. § 7402
54.  The United States incorporates by reference the allegations contained in

paragraphs 1 through 53.

-11-
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55.  Under 26 U.S.C. § 7402(a), a courtvmay issue injunctions as may be
necessary or appropriate for the enforcement of the internal revenue laws, even if the
United States has other remedies available for enforcing those laws.

56. Giroud substantially interferes with the enforcement of the internal revenue

laws by promoting his “redemption” or “commercial redemption” tax-fraud scheme and

filing fraudulent and frivolous federal tax returns and other documents on behalf of his
customers.

57.  As aresult of Giroud’s misconduct and his fraudulent refund claims, his
customers fail to file proper tax returns, and, consequently, may be penalized under 26
U.S.C. § 6676 for up to 20 percent- of the excessive and fraudulent refund claim. .
Additiohally, the U.S. Treasury has issued erroneous refunds for over one million dollars
as a result of Giroud’s fraudulent filings, and IRS employees have spent taxpayer money
investigating Giroud’s conduct, halting the issuance of erroneous refunds, and recovering
erroneous refunds that have already been issued.

58.  Giroud’s cbnduct results in irreparable harm to the United States and to the
public for which there is no adequate remedy at law.

59.  Giroud’s conduct interferes with the proper administration of the Internal
Revenue Code because it results in frivolous filings with the IRS that hinder the IRS’s
ability to determine the correct tax liabilities of Giroud’s customers.

60. Unless enjoined by this Court, Giroﬁd will continue to prepare fraudulent tax
returns for himself and customers and administer his tax-fraud scheme.

61.  The United States is entitled to injunctive relief under 26 U.S.C. § 7402(a) to
prevent the recurrence of this misconduct. |

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, the United States of America, prays for the following
relief: |
A.  That the Court find that Giroud has continually and repeatedly engaged in conduct
subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. §§ 6694 and 6701 and that injunctive relief is

-12-
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appropriate under 26 U.S.C. § 7402, 7407, and 7408 to bar Giroud from acting as a tax
return preparer and from engaging in conduct subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. §§ 6694
and 6701; ’

B.  That the Court find that Giroud has engaged in conduct that substantially interferes
with the enforcement and administration of the internal revenue laws, and that injunctive
relief against him is appropriate to prevent the recurrence of that misconduct pursuant to
26 U.S.C. §§ 7407 and 7402(a);

C.  That the Court, under 26 U.S.C. §§ 7402 and 7407, enter a permanent injunction

permanently barring Giroud from acting as federal tax return preparer and from preparing

or filing federal tax returns or forms for others, from representing others before the IRS,

and from advising anyone concerning federal tax matters;
D.  That the Court, under 26 U.S.C. §§ 7402, 7407, and 7408, enter a permanent

injunction prohibiting Giroud and his representatives, agents, servants, employees,

attorneys, independent contractors, and anyone in active concert or participation with
them, from directly or indirectly: |

| (1)  Preparing or filing, or assisting in, or directing the preparation or filing of |
any federal tax return or amended return or other related documents or forms for any
other person or entity; _ |

(2) Engaging in activity subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. § 6694;

(3) Engaging in conduct subject to penalty under 26 U.S.C. § 6701, including
preparing and filing or advising with respect to tax returns and other
documents that understate the tax liabilities of others; and

(4) Engaging in any other activity subject to penalty under the Internal Revenue
Code; and

(5) Engaging in other conduct that substantially interferes with the proper

administration and enforcement of the internal revenue laws;

-13-
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E.  That this Court under 26 U.S.C. § 7402, enter a permanent injunction prohibiting
Giroud from preparing his own federal income tax returns that claim fabricated income-
tax withholding and refunds based on the “redemption” theory and amounts shown in
Forms 1099-OID issued to his creditors; ’

F.  That this Court under 26 U.S.C. § 7402, enter a permanent injunction prohibiting
Giroud from filing, providing forms for, or otherwise aiding and abetting the filing of
frivolous Forms 1040, Forms 1040X, Forms 1099 or other IRS forms for himself or
others;

G.  That this Court, under 26 U.S.C. § 7402, enter an injunction requiring Giroud to

contact by mail and email all persons for whom he has prepared federal tax returns since

2008 and inform those persons of the Court’s findings concerning the falsity of Giroud’s

prior representations and provide a copy of the permanent injunction against Giroud;
H.  That this Court, under 26 U.S.C. § 7402, order Giroud to provide to the United
States a list of all persons for whom he has prepared federal tax returns since 2008;

L. That this Court allow the government full post-judgment discovery to monitor

Giroud’s compliance with the injunction; and

-14-
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J. That this Court grant the United States such additional relief as the Court deems
just and appropriate.
Date: April 15,2011
Respectfully submitted,

ANDRE BIROTTE, JR.

United States Attorney
SANDRA R. BROWN
Assistant United States Attorney
Chief, Tax Division

DANIEL W. LAYTON (SBN 240763)
Assistant United States Attorney
Room 7211 Federal Building

300 North Los Angeles Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Telephone: 213-894-6165

Fax: 213 894-0115 )

Email: Daniel.Layton@usdoj.gov

WD S A— .
NIEL"A. APH] E
Michigan Bar # P70452
Trial Attorney, Tax Division
U. S. Department of Justice
P.0. Box 7238, Ben Franklin Statlon
Washington, D.C. 20044
Telephone: 202 353- 8180
Fax: (202 ) 514-6770
Daniel. A. Appiegate@ustJ gov
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY

This case has been assigned to District Judge Virginia A. Phillips and the assigned
discovery Magistrate Judge is Oswald Parada.

The case number on all documents filed with the Court should read as follows:

EDCV1l- 608 VAP (OPx)

Pursuant to General Order 05-07 of the United States District Court for the Central
District of California, the Magistrate Judge has been designated to hear discovery related
motions.

All discovery related motions should be noticed on the calendar of the Magistrate Judge

NOTICE TO COUNSEL

A copy of this notice must be served with the summons and complaint on all defendants (if a removal action is
filed, a copy of this notice must be served on all plaintiffs).

Subsequent documents must be filed at the following location:

Western Division Southern Division [X] Eastern Division
312 N. Spring St., Rm. G-8 411 West Fourth St., Rm. 1-053 3470 Twelfth St., Rm. 134
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Santa Ana, CA 92701-4516 Riverside, CA 92501

Failure to file at the proper location will result in your documents being returned to you.

CV-18 (03/08) NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY



Andre B\irotte, Jr., United States Attorney

Sandra R. Brown, Assistant United States Attorney
Chief, Tax Division

Daniel Layton, Asst. United States Attorney

300 N. Los Angeles Street, Room 7211

Los Angeles, CA 90012 (213) 894-6165

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

PLAINTIFF(S)
V.
DENNIS E. GIROUD, individually and d/b/a/
REFUNDS R US,

DEFENDANT(S).

CASE NUMBER

cv

'SUMMONS

TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT(S):

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to file with this court and serve upon plaintiff’s attorney

Daniel Layton

United States Attorney's Office

300 N. Los Angeles Street Room 7211
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Tel: 213-894-6165 Fax: (213) 894-0115
Email: Daniel. Layton@usdoj.gov

an answer to the X complaint []

, whose address is;

amended complaint [1 counterclaim [J cross-claim

which is herewith served upon you within __21 _ days after service of this Summons upon you, exclusive
of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgement by default will be taken against you for the relief

demanded in the complaint.

Dated:

Clerk, U.S. District Court

By:

Deputy Clerk

(Seal of the Court)
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